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be the Department of Commerce, I am uncer-
tain. But, I am certain that, until savings can
be verified and functions and programs are
properly studied, we should not haphazardly
act or unsuitably connect the issue to the debt
ceiling.
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DR. TOM CLARK AND HIS HONOR-
ABLE CAREER OF PUBLIC SERV-
ICE

HON. STEPHEN HORN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 14, 1995

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, for the past three
decades the city of Long Beach has benefited
from the efforts of an extraordinary public
servant, Dr. Thomas Clark, whose commit-
ment and dedication have been integral to the
city’s development and growth over those
years.

Tom Clark, whom I am privileged to call a
friend, has been described as ‘‘a living piece
of Long Beach history’’ in a recent article in
the Long Beach Press Telegram. He was first
elected to the Long Beach City Council in
1966, and his list of achievements is consider-
able. As the Press Telegram reported, ‘‘Clark
pushed for a measure to put fluoride in the
city’s water supply, sponsored legislation that
led to the construction of the Main Library and
El Dorado Park and even rode aboard the
Queen Mary when the historic ocean liner first
sailed into Long Beach.’’

When Tom Clark announced that he would
not seek reelection, it indeed signaled an end
of an era. In addition to his three decades on
the Council, Tom served two terms as the
city’s mayor, spending a total of 7 years in
that position. He and his helpful wife, Lois,
who is a professional medical librarian, have
spent thousands of hours representing Long
Beach throughout the city and State, as well
as nationally and abroad. And his leadership
extended well beyond the city, ranging from
the California League of Cities to the Califor-
nia Public Employees Retirement System.

Tom exemplifies the best of what we seek
in public service. The same days that he was
spending countless hours in service to his fel-
low citizens as a member of the council, he
was also working full-time as an optometrist, a
practice from which he retired in 1993.

In a November 8 editorial, the Press Tele-
gram said this of Tom Clark: ‘‘Clark is the very
model of a city councilman. He is earnest to
the point of gravity; almost never raises his
voice; thrives on meetings and compromise;
relishes the role of public official; has only a
moderately thin skin; is only modestly partisan;
never seems to tire of solving neighborhood
problems; and has served long and loyally for
little pay. What more could we ask?’’

Tom Clark has regularly walked his council
district. With a listed telephone, he was avail-
able to his constituents all times of night and
day.

Tom can take pride in his accomplishments
and the legacy he has left. He will be missed
on the council, but I am confident that he will
always be available to serve the city he loves
and has done so much to improve.

Mr. Speaker, Tom Clark has conducted him-
self with honor. As citizen and office holder,
he has symbolized good government and de-

cency, not only in the yes of his friends and
neighbors, but also to all who have known
him.

I ask that the Press Telegram editorial be
placed at this point in the RECORD. The edi-
torial follows:

[From the Long Beach Press-Telegram, Nov.
8, 1995]

AN ARCHETYPICAL COUNCILMAN

It’s a bit early to say goodbye to Tom
Clark, because he plans to finish out his
term before he retires as a Long Beach city
councilman. But a few kind words are time-
ly, and he deserves them.

Clark is the very model of a city council-
man. He is earnest to the point of gravity;
almost never raises his voice; thrives on
meetings and compromise; relishes the role
of public official; has only a moderately
think skin; is only modestly partisan; never
seems to tire of solving neighborhood prob-
lems; and has served long and loyally for lit-
tle pay.

What more could we ask? (Actually, if we
could, we’d change his position on one or two
things, but that’s a different subject.) Agree
with him or not, he stood for what he be-
lieved was best for his district and his com-
munity.

As the longest-serving of his city’s public
officials, Clark has been associated, for bet-
ter or worse, directly or indirectly, with a
long list of public works and community
change; a performing arts center, downtown
redevelopment, creation of El Dorado Park
and the purchase of the Queen Mary (he rode
it into town on its last voyage, and never
abandoned ship, so to speak).

He has taken some flack now and then,
most recently for his support of reviewing
the Los Altos Shopping Center (a difficult
and important task, and one that could not
possibly please everyone). But he seems to
have created no real enemies.

Clark’s most intense political opponent
was former Mayor Ernie Kell. Neither Clark
nor Kell missed many opportunities to take
a shot at each other, mostly on the some-
what foggy issue of leadership, and each re-
garded the other as an easy target; yet both
managed to keep their differences on a most-
ly civil level. Clark lost a close election to
Kell for mayor at large, but in the end he
outlasted him and at least in that sense will
have the last word.

For years Clark was the best known of
Long Beach officials. He served twice as
mayor at a time when that position was
filled by council members, and he so enjoyed
city governance that in his spare time he
served as a leader of the association of local
elected officials, the California League of
Cities. Even now he probably wouldn’t be
stepping aside if he felt there was no one
properly qualified to take his place.

But, after all these years, he is retiring.
Because he served for such a long time—
nearly a third of the history of his city, it is
hard to say what might be his most signifi-
cant accomplishment. Maybe it is pretty
much what the League of Cities might ex-
pect, or the charter of a council-manager
municipal government might suggest: a citi-
zen, gainfully employed, who dedicates him-
self to elective office, part-time, represent-
ing no special interest other than his con-
stituents, whom he serves honorably. As for
what was most important to him, it’s prob-
ably best, as it nearly always was, to take
him at his word: that he wants to be remem-
bered as someone who cared.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. JACK REED
OF RHODE ISLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 14, 1995

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably
absent for rollcall votes 788 and 789 due to
mechanical problems with my flight to Wash-
ington.

Mr. Speaker, had I not been detained, I
would have voted ‘‘No’’ on rollcall vote 788
and ‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall vote 789.
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‘‘DOLE’S MOMENT’’

HON. MICHAEL G. OXLEY
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 14, 1995

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I commend the
following column by James Glassman from the
Washington Post to the attention of my col-
leagues.

[From the Washington Post, Nov. 14, 1995]
DOLE’S MOMENT

(By James K. Glassman)
For two good reasons, Bob Dole’s campaign

people liked having Colin Powell around.
First, Powell took the spotlight off Dole, let-
ting him avoid the scrutiny that often de-
stroys early front-runners. Second, Powell
took the spotlight off the other candidates,
depriving them of the publicity they needed
to raise money and get traction.

Now Powell is gone, and the predictable
stories have begun. The front page of The
Post yesterday carried the headline: ‘‘Out in
Front, but Losing Ground. Polls Expose
Dole’s Potential Vulnerabilities as Presi-
dential Challenger.’’ The New York Times
opted for a piece on how ‘‘Moderates could
pass up Dole and hold out for an independ-
ent.’’ Etc. etc.

The hyperactive press demands novelty. It
will never heed Pascal’s famous warning
‘‘that all human evil comes from . . . man’s
being unable to sit still in a room.’’ And, cer-
tainly, cynicism about politicians is nothing
new. Thumbing through some issues of the
New Yorker in its heyday, I found an article
by Richard Rovere from June 1968 that de-
scribed the intense dissatisfaction of voters
with the presidential field at the time. What
a field! Robert Kennedy, Hubert Humphrey,
Eugene McCarthy, Richard Nixon, George
Wallace and Nelson Rockefeller.

But what about Bob? I suspect that 14
months from now, at age 73, he’ll be sworn in
as president. He has a giant lead in New
Hampshire. Sen. Phil Gramm (R-Tex.), who
was supposed to give him a tough race, is in
single digits. And his other top foes have
never won an election—a reactionary pundit
and a rich supply-sider who inherited a mag-
azine from his famous dad.

In the general election, polls show Dole
and President Clinton about even. But an-
swers to two questions are ominous for the
president. A Time/CNN survey found 41 per-
cent would ‘‘definitely’’ vote against him. A
Post survey asked, ‘‘Which party better rep-
resents your views on national issues.’’ Re-
publicans got 55 percent, Democrats 25 per-
cent.

The White House, meanwhile, has adopted
a weird reelection strategy. Harold Ickes,
the lead official on the campaign, says that
‘‘the overall issue is going to be leadership.
. . . People will make their judgments based
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